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Chicago Public Schools have done an 

incredible job providing 18 million 
meals since March. We need to ensure 
the U.S. Department of Agriculture 
provides the range of alternative op-
tions needed to make sure that no kid 
in America goes hungry. 

Schools in Chicago and around our 
State don’t need any more tweets or 
self-congratulatory briefings, Mr. 
President. They need Federal resources 
and guidance based on the best science 
our government has to offer. That is 
why I am fighting for this relief pack-
age to be at a level to meet the chal-
lenge we face across America. 

f 

CORONAVIRUS 
Mr. DURBIN. Madam President, let 

me close by saying this. The majority 
leader comes to the floor regularly and 
talks about special interests. Perhaps 
he can explain to us why the Repub-
lican proposal for relief for the COVID– 
19 virus includes a $2 billion allocation 
for a new FBI building across the 
street from the Trump hotel. Perhaps 
he can explain the $30 billion wish list 
from the Department of Defense, try-
ing to make up for cuts that were made 
when the President raided their ac-
counts to build his almighty wall in 
the southern border. Perhaps the ma-
jority leader can explain to us the li-
ability immunity which is being pro-
posed by the Republican side as a ‘‘red-
line, take it or leave it, we will walk 
away if you don’t like it’’ approach. 

It would be one thing if the Repub-
lican leader were in the room, actually 
negotiating, but he just makes a red-
line and walks away. That redline is a 
subsidy to the largest corporations in 
America, giving them liability immu-
nity when it comes to possible court 
suits. 

Wouldn’t we want a standard to 
make sure that all businesses and 
every individual or group or business is 
doing its best to keep America safe? 
When we say, don’t worry about any li-
ability in court if you ignore the public 
health reality, that is no guarantee 
that it is going to be a safe environ-
ment for America when we reopen this 
economy. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from South Dakota. 
f 

CORONAVIRUS 
Mr. THUNE. Madam President, last 

week Senate Republicans did introduce 
a new coronavirus relief bill called the 
Health, Economic Assistance, Liability 
Protection, and Schools Act. This bill 
is a $1 trillion piece of legislation fo-
cused on getting Americans back to 
work, getting kids and college students 
back to school, and providing 
healthcare resources to help defeat the 
virus. As the title says—the Health, 
Economic Assistance, Liability Protec-
tion, and Schools Act—it does have li-
ability protections in there. 

I just listened to the Senator from Il-
linois attack the idea of including 

those types of protections in the legis-
lation, but I think it is really impor-
tant to point out that those type of 
protections are critical if we are going 
to get the economy reopened again. 

Businesses that are doing all the 
right things—following the CDC guide-
lines, adhering to all the laws, all the 
guidelines and restrictions that are out 
there—shouldn’t have to worry about 
lawyering up and spending thousands 
and, in some cases, millions of dollars 
to try and defend themselves against 
frivolous lawsuits, which are being 
filed as we speak by the thousands. 

The implication given by the Senator 
from Illinois that somehow this is all 
about big corporations or big busi-
nesses is just not consistent with the 
facts on the ground. In fact, I had a 
conversation 2 days ago with the 
school administrators in my State of 
South Dakota, all of whom are very in-
terested in getting their schools opened 
up and getting kids back in school, 
which, again, is one of the priorities of 
our legislation and should be, I think, 
one of the priorities of the country as 
we head into the fall. 

One of their big issues was ensuring 
that they had protections against li-
ability—a liability shield, if you will, 
not against gross negligence, not 
against intentional misconduct—those 
types of things would not be covered— 
but protections if, in fact, they are 
doing all the right things, consistent 
with the guidelines, following the rules 
that have been put in place, that they 
should have at least some protections. 

That is going to be true not just of 
schools and small businesses, but it is 
also going to be true of healthcare pro-
viders. We have people on the 
frontlines who are sacrificing every 
day to try and get people better, to 
heal those who have contracted the 
virus, and also protect those who are 
on the frontlines from getting it. They, 
too, are going to need those very types 
of protections that are called for in our 
legislation. 

So this is not something that was put 
in there on a whim just because we 
knew that the Democrats wouldn’t like 
it. It was put in there because of feed-
back we received from States, local 
governments, school districts, 
healthcare providers, hospitals, nurs-
ing homes, and, yes, some small busi-
nesses, all of whom are going to be es-
sential if we are going to get the econ-
omy up and going again and get people 
back to work, kids back to school, and 
Americans back on their feet. 

So it is an essential part of the legis-
lation, one which, so far, the Demo-
crats have demonstrated no interest in 
including and, frankly, no interest in 
even having a conversation about, 
which is unfortunate because it is a 
critical element, feature, of any bill 
that we should be working on right 
now to provide coronavirus relief. 

When we introduced this bill, we 
knew this version wouldn’t be the final 
draft. I think everybody conceded that. 
We knew we would need to negotiate 

with our Democratic colleagues just 
like we did with the CARES Act, which 
was our largest coronavirus relief bill, 
back in March. 

Back in March, the model that was 
used was having committee chairmen 
and ranking members get together in 
compromise and work out differences 
and end up with a strong, bipartisan 
bill. Was it a perfect bill? Well, no, of 
course not. No bill is. Did everyone get 
everything that he or she wanted? No, 
but it was a strong, bipartisan bill that 
was praised by Democrats and Repub-
licans alike—in fact, reflected by the 
unanimous vote. 

I would like to say that we are en-
gaging in those same types of negotia-
tions right now, but unfortunately I 
can’t say that. I can’t say, in fact, 
what is happening right now is even ne-
gotiations. Negotiations involve both 
sides being willing to give something 
up to compromise and to try and move 
toward a solution. While Republicans 
are willing to make compromises to 
ensure that we can deliver another 
coronavirus relief bill to the American 
people, Democrats apparently aren’t 
willing to make any. 

Back in May, House Democrats pro-
posed and passed a massive $3.4 trillion 
piece of legislation that they called a 
coronavirus relief bill. Subsequently, it 
has been endorsed by Senate Demo-
crats who have gone so far as to offer 
up unanimous consent requests here on 
the Senate floor to adopt the House- 
passed bill. In reality, that House- 
passed bill, $3.4 trillion bill, was a 
lengthy liberal wish list which even 
Members of the Democrats’ own party 
dismissed as dead on arrival. In fact, 
Democrats had some work to do to per-
suade Members of their own caucus in 
the House to vote for the bill. 

As POLITICO put it at the time: ‘‘As 
of late Thursday evening, the House 
Democratic leadership was engaged in 
what a few senior aides and lawmakers 
described as the most difficult arm- 
twisting of the entire Congress: con-
vincing their rank and file to vote for 
a $3 trillion stimulus bill that will 
never become law.’’ 

That is from POLITICO. The House 
bill includes various ‘‘coronavirus pri-
orities’’ like funding for diversity and 
inclusion studies in the marijuana in-
dustry, tax cuts for blue-State million-
aires, federalizing elections. Those are 
just a few of the items that were in-
cluded in the House-passed bill that it 
is very hard to argue have anything to 
do with defeating the coronavirus. In 
fact, the House bill mentions the word 
‘‘cannabis’’ more often than it men-
tions the word ‘‘job,’’ which tells you 
all you need to know about the serious-
ness of that proposal. 

Despite all that, Democratic leaders 
have taken the House bill as their 
starting and, yes, their ending point 
for negotiations. They are insisting 
that Republicans sign off on pretty 
much everything in their bill, from the 
tax cuts for wealthy Americans to 
major changes in election law. And 

VerDate Sep 11 2014 05:28 Aug 06, 2020 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00006 Fmt 4637 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\G05AU6.008 S05AUPT1S
S

pe
nc

er
 o

n 
D

S
K

12
6Q

N
23

P
R

O
D

 w
ith

 S
E

N
A

T
E


		Superintendent of Documents
	2020-08-06T07:18:13-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




